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VINDICATION 


OF THE DOCTRINE oF THE 


GODHEAD or CHRIST. 


HE importance of the controverſy reſpecting the 
perſon of Chriſt is obvious; if he be really God, 


he is worthy of ſupreme confidence, and ſuperlative 


honor is his due. To withold theſe is to treat him 


unworthily, it is to rob him of his glory. On the con- 
trary, if he be not ſupreme God, but a Being of de- 
rived exiſtence. and dependant power; or, in other 
words, a Creature : to place in him ſupreme confidence, ; 
or render him 9 1 80 honor, muſt be . 


Mu < has been vil ad Written on dhe f. ubject. I 


do not apprehend that Mr. Kingsſord has thrown any 
new light on it, before perſons acquainted with the 

controverſy; nor do I expect to do it myſelf; but as 
from the ſize of his publication, it is likely to fall into the 
hands of perſons who have neither opportunity, or in- 
elination, to read larger or more laborious treatiſes on 
the ſubject, it may not be unneceflary for ſomething to 
be wrote in reply, nearly of the ſame ſiae. In attempt - 

ing this myſel', I have the hapvinels of having for my_ 
opponent, a 5 mn for whom I fincerely proſeſs 
perional reſpect, and who has written with ſuch tem- 


per as is not licely to prov oke to any thing more than 
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that calm diſcuſſion which the importance of the ſubject 
calls for. e 


Mr. Kingefond. in his traduction enumerates what 
be calls, “ Sources of Trinitarian Deception.” I {hall 
not, however, particularly conſider thoſe here, intend- 
ing after having examined what he produces in favor 


| of his ſentiments, to give the reaſons of my own faith, 


. ny to my views of the Word of God. 


Our Aube 8 ſlated his propoſed general heads : 


begins with the wig Eras þ of the F ather. 


It is proper here to obſerve, that the Trinitarians do 
. deny that the Father is ſupreme God ; But that he 5 
18 not ſo to the excluſion of the Son, — the Spirit, 
three divine perſons exiſting in one undivided 

But Mr, Kingsford contends for the ſupre- | 


theſe 
8 eſſence | 
macy of the by ath er, to the excluſion of the Son. 


WD 5 Trinitarians 40 not 1 the ſupremacy of | 
5 the Divine Father to Jeſus Chriſt; conſidered as man, 
But Mr. Kingsford contends for the 
ſupremacy of the Father over him, in his c | 


and mediator. 


hee ye . Is . 


| His arguments are pr ofeſſedix drawn dem the proper 
ſource, the ſacred Scripture. | 


are, let us now examine. 


nher chap. xix, ver. 175 
me good, there is none So but one, that is God,” 


From 


How concluſive they . 


o * Why calleſt thou . 
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From hence, he argues that the Father only is good, 
in the higheſt poſſible, and moſt perfect ſenſe. I reply, 
our Lord does not ſay, there is none good but my 


Father; but, there is none good but God. It does not 


in the leaſt appear, that our Lord was ſpeaking of the 


Father perſonally, and therefore the paſſage is imperti- 


nantly produced. To me it appears, that our Lord 


in this, and other parts of the converſation narrated in 


that context, anſwered the enquirer on his own prin- 


ciples. He aſked, ** What good thing fla! I do, that 
I may inherit eternal life ?** plainly implying, that he 


expected eternal life as the reward of good works, to 


be performed by him; on this principle our Lord re- 
plies, It thou wilt enter into liſe, keep the com- 
mandments.” And yet. we know, from the teſtimony 
of an inſpired Apoſtle, tbat by the deeds of the law, 
there ſhall no fleſh be juſtified before God; ' Romans, 
chap. iii, ver. 20. And that, <« as many as are of the 
works of the law, are under its curſe ;” Gal, chap. 3, 
ver. 10. Again, the enquirer addreſſed our Lord by a 
term, which in its higheſt ſenſe, was proper to God 
only ; and yet was ignorant of his divinity : ſuitably to 
the man's conviction, on h's own principles, Jeſus re- 


pled, « * why calleſt thou me ie good 7 155 Kc. 59 


„ 100-110 * Thr es 
. thee, the only true God and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou 
: _ haſt ſent,” Mr. Kingsford's argument from this paſſ ige, 
p. 3, 1s plauſible, but to me, not convincing. Jeſus. 
Chriſt is in the ſacred Scriptures repeatedly ſtiled God; 
; John, chap. Is Ver. I; Romans, chap. Ix, ver, . Is 


he then. a falſe God ? No, he is laid to be the True 


As Y | God ; 


PF 2 TY TE RAP: 3 — we 
— * 


God; 1: John, chap. v, ver. 20; (of which paſſages 
more in the ſequel.) In the paſſage now under conſi- 
deration, the Father is ſtiled the only True God, not 


to the excluſion of the Son, and Spirit, as ſubſiſting in 


the ſame undivided eſſence; but as diſtinguiſhed from 


| the falſe pretended gods of the Heathen. The Father 
is, indeed, in the text diſtinguiſhed from Jeſus Chriſt, 


as our author obſerves, but it is not from him, confi» 


dered fimply as a divine perſon, but in his official cha- 
racter as mediator, ſent into the world for the ſalvation 


ol thoſe who were given to him by the Father, | 


The conſideration of the diſtinet parts Foltained by. 
dme three divine perſons, in the great buſineſs of ſalva- 
tion, with their different characters in conſequence 
thereof, together with the oppoſition of the true God 
to idols, will obviate the force of the arguments, drawn 
from the remaining paſſages, quoted by Mr. Kingsford 
in this firſt chapter, which are, Romans, chap. xvi. 
ver. 27, I. Timothy, chap. vi, ver. 6, I. Corinthians, 
| chap. xi, ver. 3, and chap. i, ver. 39, Epheſians, chap. 
i, ver. 3, Philippians, chap. ii, ver. 11. 1 would 


95 particularly conſider, what he ſays from them; but it 


would be but a repetition in ſubſtance, of the ſame 


e and counteract my — of. brevity. : 


Mr. Kingeford's ec chapter is entitled, « The 


5 Unity, or ne of . * F. 6. 


I muſt here obſerve, a PU ſubject of 3 
is not, whether God is one, or that there is but one 
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1 
God: This, Trinitarians, as well as thoſe who call 
themſelves Unitarians, contend for as an important 


truth; but the queſtion is, whether the Scriptures 


attribute ſuch a oneneſs to God, as is inconſiſtent with 


the myſterious ſubſiſtence of three divine perſons, in 
the one divine eſſence. This, the paſſages produced 
by Mr. Kingsford do not in my judgment prove; 
Mark, chap. xii, ver. 32, © There is but one God,“ 


does not. It is a truth equally admitted on all hands. 


Nor, Galatians, chap. 111. ver. „ a meditator, 

is not the meditator of one, but God is one” (i. e.) 

meditation, ſuppoſes the exiſtence of two parties, an 

| offending, and an offended party ; but God is one, 
pertectly happy in himſelf, if therefore, there had not : 
been a race of wretched offending beings, there would 

E have been no ground for the mediatorial character and : 

work of Chriſt, This is the natural i import of the text, 5 

| How ſhort of « our Author” 8 e | ; | 


Nor, Ephefians, as 9 ver. 4, ; 5, 6, or, James, 
_ chap. ü, ver. 19. „That there is one God and Father | 
of all, ” or one ſupreme firſt cauſe, is a truth none diſ- 


pute, but with reſpect to the mode of ſubfiſtence of 1 
this one firſt — the text Ly. 1 


Nor, John, chap. iv, ver. 24, % God is a \ ſpirit.” 
True, but has our Author ſuch a perfect comprehenſion | 
of the nature of ſpirits, eſpecially | of the great Father 
of Spirits, as to aſcertain, that it is impoſſible for him 
to be in different reſpects, one and tkiee? For my 


own parts. I find chat many mag reſpecting my own 


ini, 


(8:3 


ſpirit, ie far beyond my comprehenſion. T am not 


ſurprized it ſhould be ſo with reſpect to my God. 


Mark, chap. xii, ver. 29. © The Lord our God is 


one Io:dgz? is a quotation rather unfavorable than 


otherwiſe to Mr, Kingsford's hypotheſis. The words 


are taken from Deuteronomy, chap. vi, ver. 4, and | 
are literally, „ Jehovah Elohim, one Jehovah. 85 Je- 5 
hovah is fingular, Elohim plural. So that the text, 
ſtrictly rendered would be, The Lord our Gods, 5 
is one Lord. Thus ſtrongly implying, a e of 


perſons 1 in the one divine eſſence. 0 


Thoſe 5 wiſh to ſee this. matter eritically aicuged, 
I would refer to Dr, Gill on ehe e —— 2d. 


-1 only td, that the * n 18 frrongly ti 1 
by the plural forms of expreſſion, reſpecting God, 
which occur in ſacred writ, as Genetis, chap. i, ver. 
26; „ Let us make man in or image, after our like- 
8 neſs.” Geneſis, chap. iii, ver. 22. The Lord God 
laid, the man is become as one of s;“ chap. xi, ver. 7, 
„Go to, let as go down, and there confound their 
language.“ Ifaiah, chap. vi, ver. 83 Whom ſhall. 
T fend, and who will go for vs ?? Job, chap. xxxv, ver. 
103 Where is God my makers”? Eccleſiaſtes, chap. 5 
xii, ver. 12 Remember thy Creators, in the days 
of thy youth * T know not what tolerable ſenſe, can 
be put upon theſe, and other ſimilar forms of expreſſion; 
without the admiſſion of. a Plurality of perſons in God, | 
an Elchim in > Jchovah. 8 
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Mr. Kingsford's reaſoning, in page 8, goes on the 


principle of our believing, that Father, Son, and Spirit, 
are three diſtinct beings, as much as Peter, James, and 


John, were diſtinct men, which is not Trinitarianiſm; 


but Tritheiſm: and is therefore calculated to miſlead, 
What we believe is not, that Father, Son, and Spirit, 
are three Gods; but that they are Taxes Note in 
the one divine eſſence, : 


85 Refore I quit this agent, I cannot but remark, that 
the ſcripture paſſages produced by Mr. Kingsford were 
intentionally levelled againſt the Pagan Polytheiſm of 
one ſupreme, and other ſubordinate deitys; 4 * to 
which Arianifm | 18 nearly allied. 


Mr. Kivgsford's third chapter is entitled, 40 God 
. Father, the only object of deren worſhip and 7 
_ ation.“ 5 


e . are, (he PET theok 4 by which ths.” 
| Cubject may be diſinguithed, | civil, ſubordinate, and 
_ ſupreme worſhip; p. 10. That the term is ſometimes 
in ſacred ſcripture applied to civil reſpe&, I acknow- 
ledge ; but that rehgious worſhip, is to be diſtinguiſhed. 


into ſupreme. and ſubordinate, 1s, I think, an unſcrip- 


| tural and unreaſonable fancy. The paſſages quoted 
by our Author are far from proving it. I. Chron. chap, 
k $4 Þ ver. . They worſhipped God and the 
5 King.” "To Jehovah they undoubtedly paid religious 
adoration; but was it ſuch, they rendered to the King ? 
ſurely not. If they had, they mul have been groſs 
| 1dolators, 


A 

. 
4 
1 
oe 
oP 


( 0 ) 


idolators, and have ated in direct oppoſition to the 
divine injunction, “ thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy 


God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve,“ Deut. chap vi, 


ver. 13, 14; frequently, as the paſſage above has been 
introduced into the controverſy, nothing can be well 


more impertinent : the worſhip they rendered to the 


| King, moſt certainly was civil homage, not religious 
adoration, The only proper object of this, is, the 
ſupreme firſt cauſe, the great creator, preſerver, obſer- 
ver, and judge of all. The notion of ſupreme and 
ſubordinate religious worſhip, is much better ſuited | 
to the Heathen' Mythology, or to the ſaint worſhip 
of the Papiſts to their Latria and Oulia, than to the 
Creed of a Proteſtant, with the Bible in his hand, 
which is utterly repugnant to the dangerous diſtinction. 
If, therefore, it can be made appear from the ſacred 
Scriptures, that Jeſus Chriſt is a proper object of reli · 
gious worſhip, (which I ſhall attempt to do in its 
place) it will conſequently follow, that he is God, 
1 partaker of that divine eſſence which is the alone 
5 proper object of religious adoration, 26h 


Mid chap. xix, ver. 10. See thou fa it not, &c. | 
worſhip God ;” to which may de added, chap, xx, 
ver. 8, though quoted by Mr. Kingsford, are forcibly 

. concluſive to my purpoſe ; it was not merely ſupreme 0 
- adoration, but all kind of religious worſhip that the 

Angel with ſuch determined firmneſs refuſes. 


"Jie wah 8 5 at all neceſfary to follow vu. Kings- 


ſod in his remarks on the other pallages quoted 1 in . | 
chapter. | 


„„ 


chapeer. 1 ball therefore proceed to chap, 4, On 
the perlon, and — of — 1 
1 


In this chapter, Mr. Kingsford produces evidence to 


prove, That Jeſus Chriſt is one conſcious being, not 


two beings, and where Scripture ſpeaks of the words and 
works of Jeſus, they apply to the whole of him, as an 
undivided perſon,” p. 14. I know not who will dif- 
pute the truth of this propoſition ; for my own part; 

I have no inclination to do it, ſhall therefore leave him 
— 18 poſſeſſion of the evidence adduced. 


But though Jeſus Chritt be one perſon, yet the 
Scriptures teach me that in that one perſon, exiſt two 
diſlin& natures. On this ſubject let the following Scrip- 
tures be conſidered; Romans, chap. ix, ver. 85. Whoſe 
are the Fathers, and of whom as concerning the fleſb, 

Chriſt Fees, who is over all, God bleſſed for ever, 


amen.“ When the Apoſtle ſays of Chriſt reſtrictively 


45 concerning the fleſh, (i. e.) his humanity, he came of 
the Fathers, does! it not neceſſarily imply, that he is poſ- 
ſeſſed of a ſuperior nature not ſo derived? and what this 


nature is, is plain from what follows. —It is the divine, 
for he, is over all God bleſſed for ever.” He is 
here diſtinguiſhed by a divine title, God; and to 


him is attributed that univerſal dominion, and immu- : 
table blefſedneſs, which are proper to God alone. Com- 
pare I. Jen, . i. ver. "9 and II. P hil. "ps we 
ver. 8, 5 


5 1 chap. ii. ver. 1 6.“ For verily he took not ; 


on him the nature of Angels, but the ſeed of Abraham.“ 


The inſpired writer evidently ſuppoſes, it would have 
been as. poſſible for the Son of God, to have taken on him 
the nature of Angels, as to have taken on him the ſeed 
of Abraham; had he ſo done, there muſt ſurely, have 
been two diſtinct natures exiſting in one perſon, 
Mr. Kingsford notwithſtanding his affectation of perſpi- 
cuity, really writes with great ambiguity on the perſon 
of Chriſt, He evidently affirms him to have exiſted, I 
prior to his formation in the womb of the Virgin ; yea, 
prior to the creation of the world, in which he allows 
him to have had a concern, p. 9. But what exiſted, 
a human ſoul or ſome other kind of being ; - a Creature 
or a Demi-God, we are leſt to conjecture, If the pre- 
_ exiſtent Jeſus was merely a human ſoul, had he taken on 
him the nature of Angels, there muſt have been two | 
diſtinct natures in one perſon. But if of a nature, eſſen- 
_ tially ſuperior both to Angels and men; which one would 
| think he believed, as he calls him, that Divine Being,” 


p. 13, it muſt be equally ſo in the real, as in the ſuppoſed 


caſe, and in any view, there can be no more difficulty 


in the exiſtence of two natures in one perſon in the one 
caſe, than in the other; though the modus thereof be 
infinitely beyond the limits of human comprehenſion, 
I obſerve, that as the two diſtinct natures, divine and 
human, exiſt in the one perſon, Jeſus Chriſt, o the | 
Scriptures attribute the peculiar properties. of the one, 
or of the other, to the whole perſon, Thus, John, chap. 
Ul, ver. xiii, Eventhe Son of Man which 7s in Heaven; 
Accs, chap. xx, ver. 28, * Feed the church of God, 
which he hath purchaſed with his own blood. 15 Not | 
that the humanity of Chriſt could be in Heay en and on 


earth 


„ 


" earth at the ſame time; or that deity could bleed or 
die; but immenſity and paſſability were united in that 
one perſon, who is both God and man. Without con- 
troverſy, great is the myſtery of ene Goll was 
0a in the fleſh.” | 


Mr. Kingaford's fixth . 18 enten 40 + Jeſus : 


Chriſt : a * * from the F ather.“ 


4 ſhall on this only N ſentiment, and make a 


brief remark or two. 


—_— 


- "lp ſentiment is, not that Jeſus Chriſt as God is 
a diſtinct being from the Father, but that he is a diſtinct 
perſon, ſubfiſting in the ſame eſſence or being with the 


” Father, and the Spirit. When as God, he 1 is ſpoken of 


- as diſtinct from the F ather, it reſpects not being, (i. 5 . 


ON * ene 


1 Iſt. That all as difficulty mente th 
bie ariſes from its immenſity, together with the 

ſhallowneſs of our conceptions, and the imperfection of 
our knowledge. On ſuch a ſubject, it is but reaſonable 
to expect difficulties, and the height of arrogance to deter- 


mine, to believe nothing but what can be ſo explained, 


as to be brought down to the limits of human comprehen- N 
| fion, ** Canſt thou by ſearching ſind out God? canſt 
thou find out the Almighty unto perfection ? It is high 
as Heaven, what canſt thou do? deeper than hell what 


| canſt thou know : 1985 What God hath condeſended to 


reveal 


% 


So 0 — 
» 8 ——— nt olds, r 


4 
reveal of himſelf in his Word it is my duty to believe, 
without arrogantly exclaiming, % how can thele things 


be.“ 


; 2dly. That many of the kw quoted by Mr, 
Kingsford reſpect Chriſt, not imply as God, but as God 
Man, Mediator, in which view he is effentially diſtin 
from the Father: it not being to the perſon of the F ather, 
but to that of the Son, that the man Chriſt Jeſus is 


taken into perſonal union, for the Sracibus purpoſes of 


N 1 . to chapter the ſixth, entitled, & The Lord 
_ Jeſus Chriſt, the Son of God, is a muy inferior and 2 
5 dependant 0 on the TORRE - 


F wal here premiſe that i in forme reſpe&n, . e. 5 as 5 
man and mediator, Jeſus Chriſt is, we acknowledge, 5 
1 inferior to, and dependent on the father. The Scriptures : 
i expreſſive of this, are eagerly caught at by our oppenents, 

and then they triumph as if they had gained their cauſe, 

when in fact they have proved nothing, but what is 

on all hands readily admitted. But to proceed, Mr. 
Kingsford argues firſt, that the Lad” Jeſus Chriſt recei · 5 

red! his Doug and exiſtence from the . * 22. . 


0 ava of this ws 53 to John, chap l. 

ver. 16. The only begotten of the Father; and 
the compellation in many * uſed by our r Lord, - 
6 "My: Father.“ 


But, 


(- 16.) 

But, to argue from hence, that Chriſt in his higheſt 
capacity hath but a derived exiſtence, is inconſiſtent with 
thoſe paſſages which ſpeak of his exiſtence as eternal 
as, Iſaiah. chap. ix. ver. 6. The everlaſting Father; 1 


| Revelations, chap. xxii, ver. 13. « I am Alpha . : 
Omega, the firſt and the laſt.” How could he with 


propriety thus ſpeak of himſelf, if a being exiſted 
before him, from whom his exiſtence was derived, 
and on whom he was dependent? The full import off 
the phraſes, it may be perhaps impoſlible for us to define ; 
' Mr. Kingsford himſelf ſeems to think ſo; 40 Not, ſays 
he, that I can define the manner of the ſon's being 
brought into exiſtence, by no means, &. This, how- 
ever, we may ſafely conclude that they are expreſſive 
the near union, and ineffable delight ſubſiſting be⸗ 
teen the Father and the Son: and we can be under | 


no neceſſity, of affixing ſuch a ſenſe to them ; as is in- 


2 : conſi ſtent with the plain teſtimony of the Holy Ghoſt in | 
| the ſacred pages. Let it be farther obſerved, that the 5 
| Jew s, who were at leaſt as likely to underſtand the meaning | 


ol phraſes in uſe among them, as our author can be, con- 


ſidered them in a very different light; to wit, as im- 


. porting an equality with the Father; which conſtruction 
was in no wiſe contradicted by our Lord, ſee John, 


chap. xv. ver. 17. 23. Reſpecting John. chap. v. ver. 
. 80 hath he given to the Son to have life in him- 
| ſelf,” Ard chap, vi. ver. 27. + I hve by the Father.“ 

They reſpect Jeſus Chriſt, not fimply as God, but as 
mediator, in which capacity we acknowledge him to be, ; 
(las betore premifed) inferior to and dependent on the 
| B 8 Father, 


\ 4 


: . — 
N . — lv. 8 ** 
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F ather, and to have received from him a communicative 


tulnels of life mm ape: to Dew on his people. 


Wben he i is fitted * che Apoſite, Colofians, chap. A 
ver. 15. The firſt born of every creature,” The 
expreſſion is, I apprehend, figurative and exprefſive of 
tis pre-eminence above all creatures, as the firſt born „ 
the family uſed to have over the younger parts; or by : 

a ſmall variation, of a fingle point, the text might be 
rendered, “ the bringer forth of every creature ;* very 
agreeable to the following context, © for by him were 
all things created that are in Heaven and that are in 

- earth, &c,"? The ſame Idea it is naturally to annex to : 
Revelation, chap. iii, ver. 14. The beginning of the 
creation of God,” That is, him from whom all | things 
TOs being produced by his power. oy 


Bir. K fays, zdly. That the infertortty of che 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt appears from the communications of 
God the Father to him, he inſtances Coloſſians, chap. i, 5 
ver. 19. and other places. What has been already pre- 

Ns miſed, at the beginning of this chapter i is, I think, a ſuf- 

— ficient anſwer to what he here argues. I ſhall not, there- 
fore, deſcend to particulars: I only obſerve, that it is 
not at all ſtrange, that the Father ſhould not be ſaid, to 
receive communications of power, wiſdom, &c. from the 
Son, becauſe it is not the Father, but the Son, who in 

the gracious plan formed by infinite wiſdom, hath taken 
N human nature into perſonal union with himſelf; and who i 
in chat perſon ſuſtains the mediatorial office. 


One 


CIP 
One paſſage may be thought to require more parti. 
_ cular notice. Mark, chap. xi, ver. 32, But of that 
day and that hour, knoweth"no man, no not the angels 
which are in Heaven, neither the Son, but che Father,” 26 
To this I would contraſt John, chap. xxi, ver. 17. 
& Lord thou knoweſt all things.“ How are theſe dif- 
ferent declarations to be reconeiled? 1 apprehend, by ; 


n diſtinguiſhing the two natures in the perſon of Chriſt, 
As man, his knowledge was derived, progreſſive, and 5 


limited; but as God he knew all things. All the trea- 
ſures or wiſdom and . are hid in him. 


Mr. Kingsford, indeed, argues, p- 2 _ that admitting ; 
this diſtinction, both natures are excluded by the text, 
the human, in that it is ſaid, “ No man.” And after- 
| wards neither the Son. But the ſeeming _ of this 


criticiſm is eaſily obviated. By, . No man,” in the COW 


text is intended, no mere man, which Jeſus Chriſt never I 
was, his humanity having never exiſted but in perſonal 
union with the Son of God. It is, to the laſt degree, 


futile to ſuppoſe that our Lord meant to include himſelf : 


under that deſcription. It is under the term Son, only, : 
that he » ſpeaks of himſelf 3 in a the text. 


. 2 do not läge % neceſſary, to 601100 Mr. Kingsford 
wk the remaining ſections of this chapter, or parti- 
cularly reply to his arguments, from the texts he has 
quoted: what has been already ſaid, applied to the paſ- 
ſages referred to, will, I flatter myſelf, by the intelligent 


reader, be thought ſufficient to deſtroy the force of Nr. . 


5 K ingsford's deduCtions dem them. 
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; PART THE SECOND. 


| Having replied, as far as to me appeared neceſſary, to 


what Mr, Kingsford has offered in ſupport of his hypo- 
theſis, that the Lord Jeſus Chriſt is, even in his higheſt 
capacity inferior to the Father; I ſhall now endeavour to 
prove from the ſacred Seriptures, that he is truly , 
and? as ſuch 1 855 to the Divine Fan 


In doing this, F ſhall obſerre the following method, 1 


255 and ſhew, 


TY That what the ere Siriprares ſay 95 the gift 


_ of Chriſt, for the redemption of men, and of the love of 
the Father and Son as diſplayed in that ev ent, is 1 ERS 


|  eileable to no by PO bur that which conſiders. | 
85 him as God. | 


24, 1 That hg ks titles 5 God are 8 bo to him. 


34. That the pecnliar beten of GO are aſer- 5 
: bed 1 to him, 


Ath. That the chi works of G0 are 0 to be 
wrought * him. N | 


Pa That the honors. due to God alone are given 


; | to him. 


1 bchiy. That paſſages in the Old Teſtament, 
which were evidently ſpoken of the Supreme Being, are 


in 


( 19 ) 


in the New, expreſſively applied to Jeſus Chriſt, All 


this I doubt not clearly to prove from the ſacred Scrip- 


tures; and if all this be demonſtrated, ſurely the God- 5 


E head of Chriſt muſt be irrefragably eſtabliſhed, _ 


ſt. The Scriptures repreſent the gift of Chriſt for men 
as the greateſt of all gifts, and as the higheſt diſplay of ; 

divine love. As the greateſt of all gifts. Romans, chap. 
viii. ver. 32. He who ſpared not his own Son, but deli- 

vered him up for us all; how ſhall he not with him free- _ 


ly give us all things ?®? | 5 | 5 9 


The Apoſtle forcibly argues from the greater to the 
leſs, from the donation of Chriſt as the greater, to the 
donation of all things as the leſs. But if Jeſus Chriſt be 7 
not a perſon of infinite dignity and worth (1, e.) God; 2 
I cannot perceive the propriety of his reaſoning, the 
bleſſings of providence, of grace, and of glory, being of 
ſuch inconceivable value, that it can be ſcarcely poſſible . 
to conceive, how the gift of any ſingle finite being can 
ſurpaſs them all. As the higheſt poſſible diſplay of di- 
vine love, thus, John, chap. iii, ver. 16. God ſo loved 
the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, &c. “ 
Romans, chap. v. ver. 8. God commended his love 
towards us, in that while we were yet ſinners, Chriſt 
died for us. 1 cannot ſee how this 1s to be accounted _ 
for either on the Socinian or the Arian hypotheſes. 
That God ſhould pardon my fins, give me good things 


in this life, and Heaven in the iſſue, I can eaſily con- 


ceive expreſſes wonderful love ; but how the gift of one 
individual being, eſſentially And inſinitely inferior to 


himſelf, (as on either of theſe hypotheſes Jeſus Chriſt 
Ea 1 muſt 


46 


muſt be) for the benden of millions, can be conſidered 
as the moſt 3 inſtance of divine des I cannot 


1 conceive. 


5 | Again, hs Scriptures ſpeak of Chriſt's love to his 
church in giving himſelf for it, as ſuch, the heights 
and depths of which are unfathomable, it paſſeth 
knowledge; Epheſians, chap. iu. ver. 19. But take 
away the divine dignity of his perſon, and I can ſee no 
reaſon for ſpeaking fo highly of his love; for if he be 


not God, the reward of his ſufferings, in the eſſential 
| | Increaſe of his perſonal happineſs and glory, muſt have 


been an ample compenſation for all that he could have 


5 poſſibly ſuffered in the ſhort period of his liſe on earth, 


and, conſequently, ſelf. intereſt, independent of any E 
5 extraordinary love, would have induced him, as a 


| wiſe being, to have accepted of the propoſal, and to . 
ll have undertook the work. To me it appears, that the 
| — dignity of Immanual's perſon is inſeperably connected 


with the ſcriptural account of redeeming love; ſo that 5 


take away the one, and you deſtroy the otber. I for- 
bear to enlarge on theſe 1deas, thoſe who wiſh for . 


may ſee them clearly and forcibly ſtated in Abbadie on Hl 


the Divinity of Chriſt, Whach- 1 recen to their 
; peruſal. IE 


adly. The peculiar titles * 1 are Bien 3 


Bo Chriſt. For inſtance, he is expreſſly called God, John, |} 
Chap, i. ver. 1. The Word was God;” Ifaiah, 


chap. ix. ver, 6. The mighty God ;” R omans, chap, 5 
ix, ver. 1 Who is over all God bleſſed for ever.“ 
Mr. K ingsford indeed lay 5 chat the term is relative, 


and 


\ 


- +) 


and that it 18 given to others beſide the Supreme Being; 
but of this he has produced no example, nor do 1 


believe it is poſſible to produce any paſſage of ſacred 


writ wherein it is (except in a qualified ſenſe) given 
to any but to the true God; on the contrary, inſpired 
writers poſitively uſe it as peculiar to the great Su- 
preme. Thus, II Samuel, chap. vii. ver. 22. Where- 
tore thou art great, O Lord God, neither is there any 
| Pe ol des thee." Pſalw, lxxxvi, ver. 10, Thou 
God alone.“ Iſaiah. chap. xliv. ver. 6. 


5 « Beides me there is 20 God.“ I. Corinthians, chap. 


5 vii. ver. 1 There is none other God but One.“ 
When I conſider theſe and many other paſſages, and yet 
find Jeſus Chriſt in the moſt abſolute and unqualified 


way ſtiled God, I cannot but conclude that he really is 


| fo; a a divine perſon ſubſiſting in the one undivided 
eſſence; or that the Scriptures are diredly calculated t to 45 


lead \ us to ee, 


Aba, . is a te 1 to EY Sapremie : 


| W This was the diſtinguiſhing character by which 


| he made himſelf known to Moſes, Exodus, chap. vii, 
ver. 3. This the pfalmiſt aſſerts to belong to him only, 
Pfalm, Ixxxiii. 1s. That men may know, that 


thoſe whoſe name alone 1s Jehovah, art the moſt high 


Ove: the whole earth,” Perfectly agreeable with which, 


is what Iſrael's God lays. of himſelf, Iſaiah. chap. xlii. 


ver. 8. am Jehovah, that is my name, and my glory 

will I not give unto. another.” And yet this peculiar z 

tile which the great God thus appropriates to himſelf» 
and which his inſpired ſervant declares, belongs to him N 


\ 5 alone, 


08} 


alone, is moſt expreſſly given to the Lord Jeſus Chrift, 
This is the name whereby he ſhall be called, Jehovah | 
our righteouſneſs,” Jeremiah. chap. xxiii. ver. 6. 
Strange indeed, if Jeſus Chriſt is not really God. 
„The Firſt and the Laſt.“ is another of the peculiar 
titles of the moſt high. Iſaiah, chap. xliv. ver. 6. 
am the Firſt, and Iam the Laſt; and beſides me there is no 
God.“ See alſo, chap. xli. ver. 4. and chap. xlvili. 


ver. 12. It is peculiar to him, who is the firſt cauſe and =, 


final end of all things; yet this title is repeatedly afſu- 
med by Jeſus Chriſt. See Rev. chap. 1. ver. 11, 17. 


chap. ii. ver. 8. and chap. xxii. ver. 13. Names are 
given to perſons or things for the purpoſe of diſtinction 3 | 
or that they may be known or diſtinguiſhed the one from 
the other; as a man from a beaſt; an Angel ſroma | 
worm; God from a creature. To apply to one ſpecies 
or thing, the diſtinguiſhing name of another, is to con- 


fuſe and miſlead, which is utterly unworthy that infi- 
nitely wiſe Spirit, by whom the Seriptures were dictated. 


Ik, therefore, the peculiar appellations of deity, are in 


' thoſe ſacred writings given to Jeſus: Chrift, it t neceſt arily | 
follows that he i is God. 


e As divine le are given to him, fo b 
perfections are attributed to him. Inſtance iſt. Self- 
exiſtence, Only God exifts of himſelf, all other beings. 
have an exiſtence derived from, and dependent on him, 


- The ſelf-exiſtence of God is implied in the term ebe. 
vah, which we have before ſeen is applied to Chriſt. 
* is alſo ee, Exodus, chap: Us ver. 14+ by # i 

am 
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am that I am.” Thus ſhalt thou ſay unto the 
Children of Iſrael, I Am, hath ſent me unto you.“ 
„ I AM THAT I AM.” (i. e.) I am that I am of 


myſelf, independent of any other being or cauſe, The 
_ perſon that thus ſpake to Moſes out of the buſh, was no 
leſs than the God of the Fathers. ver. 6. 13. The ſelf 


exiſtent Jehovah, the eternal I AM. And yet it could 


| Not be perſonally the divine Father, becauſe he is called 
the Angel of the Lord, ver. 2. an appellation which 
never is, nor indeed could with any propriety be given 
to the Father; but is with propriety, agreeable to the 
economy of ſal vation, given to the divine Son, who is 
elſewhere tiled, the Lord's meſſenger or Angel, and the 


| Mal. chap. i ili. ä 
ver. 1. And the ſame term, by which the ſelf. exiſtence 5 


meſſenger or Angel of the covenant. 


I, of Jehovah i ITY expreſſed, in the above paffage, is by our 


b Lord expreſſſy uſed with reference to himſelf, John, 
| chap. viii. ver. 58. Before Abraham was 1 am.“ 
It is not merely priority of exiſtence to Abraham, that 
Bu _ Jeſus there aſſerts : if that only had been the Idea he 
meant to convey, it would have been, 46 I was before 
Abraham,“ or ſome ſimilar form of expreſſion ; not, 


before Abraham was J am:“ 


the idea of eternal, immutable, independent exiſtence; 


eſpecially, conſidered together with He als in 


Exodus. Before conſidered. 


Again, SR PIER 18 another attribute peculiar to 


God. Creature knowledge is derived and limited; 


but divine knowledge is infinite. It is to Jehovah, as the 
omniſcient God, that the moſt ſecret receſſes of the human 
heart lie open. « O Lord, n the plalmiſt) thou haſt 


ſearched 


this naturally conveys 
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ſearched me and knowis me, thou underſtandeſt my 


thoughts afar off, ſuch knowledge! 1s too wonderful for 


me; it is high, I cannot attain unto it,” Pſalm, exxxix. 
ver. 1. 6. And with whatWolemnit y doth Solomon aflert 
this as the peculiar prerogative of God.“ Thou, even 2 5 | 


only, knoweſt the hearts of all the children of men.“ I. 


Kings. chap. vili. ver 39. Vet one of the inſpired apoſ- 


tles of Chriſt, aſſerts, that he, (Chriſt) knew all things. 5 
John. chap. xxi. ver. 17. Another, that he needed not that - 
any ſhould teſtify of man; for he knew what was in man, 
John. chap. il, ver 25. Another, that there is no 
creature, that is not manifeſt in his fight; but that all 
things are naked and opened unto the the eyes of him, 
with whom we have to do, Ki. e.) as the context plainly 
: determines, of Jeſus our great high Prieſt, Jeſus the ſon 
of God. Heb. chap. f iv. ver. 13. 14. And our Lord 
himſelf, ſeruples not to aſſume to himſelf this ſpecial - 
_ prerogative of God. „All the churches ſhall know, 
that I am he that ſearcherh the reins and the hearts.” 
5 Rev. 1 li. ver. 8 Can any Og. - be more 
2 deciſive:! 2 5 „ 


Once 1 more, Omnipotence 3 is | cenainly a peculiar attri 1— 


bute of deity. He 1 1s, © the Almighty God.“ Sen. 
chap. xvii. ver. 2. Rev. chap. Xix. ver. 6. = 


3 1 of a Creature; but of God, is 


attributed to our ſtrong deliverer. He is, The 

mighty God.“ Iſaiah, chap. ix. ver, 6. Behold, the 
Lord God ſhall come with ſtrong hand, and his arm 
tſtumall rule for him,” Ifaiah. chap. xl. ver 10% That- 


the 


„ 


the perſon {oken of by the p:oph:t, was the expected 


Meſſiah is evident fiom the context; and from the ap- 


plication of it in the New Teſlament Matt. chap. 


lit. ver. 3: and parallel pla es. The power of a God, 


beamed forth through the veil of humanity, when, 
with the vcice of ſovereign authority, he ſpake the 


dead t to life, and. huſhed the raging elements: ; 


ve on Landing come forth.” : Was Nis 6 
mand, and the dead obeyed his voice. Peace, be 
; _ Mill, was his ſovereign mandate, and the winds f 


and waves es obeyed John. chap. xi. ver. 43. 


Mr. Kings! 01d, indeed, 8 p. 8. to ener- 
; vate the force of evidence, arifing from the miracles 
of our Lord, by referring to thoſe of his Apoſtles; 

but whatever they performed, was in the name of 
Chriſt, and they were careful leſt they ſhould be 


attributed to any power or virtue of their own. Acts. 


chap. ili. ver. 6, 12. chap. xiv. ver. 14. 15. He, on 
. the contrary, acted in bis cava. name, putting forth 
2 love reign power n a way which it would have been . 
the height of impious arrogance for them to have : 


* etended to imitute. 


| Again, our Lord expreſsly Attiibates omnipotence 
to himſelf. I am Aljha and Omega, the begin- 
ing and the ending, faith the Lord, which is, and 


which was, and which is to come, the Almighty.” 


5 Rev. chap. * ver. 8. That Jeſus Chriſt is the perſon 
there peaking is evident it is of him that John has 
1 been 


„ 


been Gan 3 in the preceding verſe. To him the 


title of Lord is eſpecially appropriated in the New 
Teſtament, and he is the perſon who uniformly, 


in the book of Revelations, ſpeaks of himſelf as 
the Alpha and Omega. He, then, is the Al- 


1 mighty, a perſon * in the divine eſſence, : 


: the ROSE God. 


| Other divine ourfeflions might be eee as 
attributed to Chriſt: As omnipreſence, and eter- 
nity. Matt. chap. 18. ver 20. Heb. chap. xili. 
ver. 8. But 1 forbear to large. „„ 


Achly. 1 : Gree of W evidence 3 
to the Godhead of Chriſt is, the aſeription of „ 
peculiar works of God to him, by inſpired writers. 


I ſhall inſtance two, the creation, and the ener e 
” of all chings. . TT Convent 75 


= "Ovation. is a peculiar work of God. 40 In the 
| begining God created the Heaven and the earth. 5 
Gen. chap. i. ver. 1. yet the work of creation is 
aſcribed to Chriſt. All things were made by him, 
and without him was not any thing made that was 

made.” John. chap. i ver. 3. © All things were 
created by him and for him.” Col. chap. i. ver. 16. Mr. 
| Kingsford allows Chriſt to have had a concern in 


L 


( 


the creation, intro. p. 9. 


But then, it is only 
as an inſtrument by whom God the Father perfor- 
med the work. But it ſhould be obſerved, that 
creation is ſuch a work as precludes the idea of 
inſtrumentality; it is the production of ſomething 
out of nothing. This was effected ſolely by the 
vane fiat. Gen. * i. ver. 3. 6. Ke.. 


Inferior” beings, as inſtruments may be, and are 
employed by God in the modification of matter cre- 
ated; but reaſon dictates, that creation itſelf muſt E 

1 prior to this, and that it is ſolely the work of 

- God. The ſacred Scriptures are very deciſive to 

the purpoſe. 5 « am the Lord that maketh all 
6 things, that ſtretcheth forth the Heavens alone, Fe 
that ſpreadeth abroad the earth by myſelf.” 25 Iſai. . 
chap. xliv. ver. 24. "1 therefore, all things were 
made by Jeſus Chriſt, he muſt be God my creator, 


whom 1 am to remember, reverence, and adore 5 
as uch, - | 


Again, he who made, conſerves and governs the 8 
5 worlds he hath created ; “It is in him we live, and 

: move, and have our being.” 5 Acts. chap. xvil. ver. 

28. But conſervation as well as creation is attri- 


N buted to Chriſt; * B him all things conſi . Col. 
Cc „ chaps 


13 


chap. i. ver. 17. Upholding all things wy the 
| word of his power,” Heb: chap. 1, Ver. 3. 


thy. The eee direct us to give "the 
| honors, due to God only, to Jeſus Chriſt. He 
himſelf has told us, that all men ſhould honor 

the Son, even as (or like as) they honor the Father.” 
John. chap. v. ver. 23. His Apoſtle ſays of him, 

khat „ being in the form of God, he thought it not 
1obbery. to be equal with God.” Phil. chap. ii. 
ver. 6. If he were not really God, one in eſſence 
with the Father, the difference between God and 
him muſt be infinite; and it would have been the 


moſt impious robbery for him to have claimed an Es 
equality with God: yet this, that Jeſus who is 


| ſet before us in the context, as a pattern of humility, 
5 did do. A deciſive proof that he is indeed God, F 


, Thomas, when recovered from : 5 fit ot unbelief, : 
8 gave unto the Saviour divine honor. He, ſaid. 


; | unto him, my Lord and my God.“ Strange ” 


language indeed for the Apoſtle to uſe; or for Jeſus : 
to receive 1 he 1 were not t the true God. 


mates eee) which, 8 s hve already 

ſeen, belongs to God only, is to be given to Jeſus 
Ono. + . in a very ſolemn act of 
: 7 1 religions 


1 
religious worſhip, the ſubject is to be baptized 
equally in the name of the Son, and of the Holy 


Ghoſt, as of the divine Father; — the authority of 


each of the ſacred three is in that act equally recog- 
nized; faith in them equally profeſſed; and dedica- 
| tion to the ſervice of each equally performed. 


prayer, another important part of religious wor- | 
ſhip, is alſo addreſſed to Chriſt. Thus, by Stephen, 
the proto-martyr of the chriſtian church. They 


5 ſtoned Stephen calling upon God, and ſaying, Lord 


- Jeſus 1 receive my ſpirit.“ Acts. chap. vii. ver. 59. | 
If Jeſus Chriſt is not God, —— died in dhe 


| f ac of idolatry. 


Chriſtians : are e by the Apoſtle Paul : 
as thoſe, „ who call upon the name of Jeſus Chriſt 
our Lord. ” 1. Cor. chap. i. ver. 2. It could 
be only in prayer, as a branch of religious worſhip, 
that they called upon him. | Primitive chriſtians 
were not Arians; ; ſuch may indeed call upon the 
Father in the name of Chriſt; but they do not call 5 

vpon his name, (i. e.) addreſs prayer to him. 


Indeed, they cannot with conſiſtency do * deny- 
ing as they do, his ST: 2 


. | Angels: are | belted to worthio the Son. 8 Heb. 
5 chap. i i. ver. 6. And divine worſhip is rendered FR 
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to him by glorified ſaints in Heaven, Rev. chap. v. 


ver. 13. and every creature which is in Heaven, 


heard I faying, bleſſing, and honor, and glory, 

1 and power, be unto him, that ſitteth upon the 
throne, and unto the Lamb for ever and ever.“ 
This is an aſeription of glory and praiſe of the 


_ higheſt kind, rendered to the Lamb! in common with 
the divine F ather. 


ty, The inſpired 1 writers of the New Tels. 


ment, do, in many Inſtances, apply paſſages in the 
Old Teſtament, which were evidently ſpoken of © 
the Supreme Being, to Jeſus Chriſt. Thus Pſal. 
| eli. ver. 24. and 27. I faid, 3 my God, take me 
bot away in the midſt of my days: thy years are 
throughout all generations, of old haſt thou laid the 
foundations of the earth: and the Heavens are the _ 
work of thy hands, they {hall periſh but thou ſhall _ 
endure, &c.” Who can doubt, but that the | 
 Palmiſt is there addreſſing the Supreme Being: t the 
diſpoſer of life: the Creator of Heaven and earth: 3 
the Eternal and immutable God? And yet this very 
: paſſage i is expreſsly applied to Jeſus Chriſt. Heb. . 
Chap. i. ver 10. and 12. When theſe paſſages are 
compared, and thefe things are conſidered, what 
can the Bible Chriſtian e conclude, but that ” 
. Jeſus Chriſt | Is God. . 


Again, 


1.980 

- Again, Iſaiah. chap. xxxv. ver. 4- * Say to them 
- that are of a fearful heart, be ſtrong, fear not: be- 

| hold your God will come with vengeance, even God 
with a recompence, he will come and ſave you. 

bo hen the eyes of the blind ſhall be opened, &c.” 
What idea would an Tfraelite have naturally formed 
of the perſon the prophet | peaks of under the terms, 
your God:“ „ even God:“ and to whom he 
attributes the ſal vation of Iſrael, with the deſtruc- : 
tion of their foes? Surely he muſt have underſtood 


the prophet as ſpeaking of the Lord God of Ifrael. * 
Of him, who ſays elſewhere, „I am the Lord and 


there is none wy a juſt God and a Saviour, there 
| is none beſide me.” And yet the paſſage is by our 


: | Lord applied to himſelf, and that in anſwer to the 


8 true God. 


= enquiry, I Art thou he that ſhould come, or 
. do we look for another?“ without giving a 
5 direct anſwer, he replied, & "Gs and ſhew John 

again thoſe things which you do hear and ſee: ; 

the blind receive their ſight; and the lame walk. &c.“ 


evidently referring to the paſſage under our conſi= _ 
deration. (i. e.) © I am the perſon there ſpoken of, in 


me is the propheſy fulfilled.” If our Lord had not 
been God, this would have been evidently calcu- 
| lated to have led the enquirers to have treated him 
with an idolatrous regard; or to have conſidered 
him as a blaſphemous impoſtor, Who impiouſiy 
5 arrogated to himſelf the titles and honours of the. 


| that 


TT 
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© TIfaiah, chap. vi. ver. 1. 11. The prophet relates a 
| viſion he had of the Lord fitting upon a throne, 
high and lifted up, and his train filled the tem- 
ple; Seraphims, with covered faces, in token of 
the moſt profound reverence, were the attendants 
on the Divine Majeſty ; and they cried, one unto 
another, Holy, holy, holy, is the LORD of 
Hoſts, the whole earth is full of his glory,” Such 
was the glory of the appearance, that the prophet, 
filled with holy awe, exclaimed. Woe is me, 
for I am undone, for I am a man of unclean lips, 
and I dwell in the midſt of a people ot unclean lips; 
for mine eyes have ſeen the King, the LORD of 
Hoſts. Who could doubt but that the perſon whom | 
 Tfaiah in viſion ſaw; and from whom he received the 
meeſſage unto the people, hear ye indeed, but 
5 underſtand not, &c.““ ver. 9. and 10. was the 
- Supreme Being : and yet we learn from indiſputable 5 
authority that this was Jeſus Chriſt: Theſe Tg 
tthings ſaid Eſaias when he ſaw his (Chriſt's ) glory, 1 
and DREW of him.“ John. _ xii, ver. Lbs Es 


Compare alſo, Ifaiah. Hh ö 4; ver. 3. ad vs; 
with Luke. chap. i. ver. 76. and Iſaiah. chap. xlv. 
ver. * . Nom. chap. xiv. ver. 10. and 1 


Thus ; 


(--38- 
Thus, then, it appears, that what the ſacred 
Scriptures ſay of the love of the Father in ſending 
his ſon to the world ;—of the ſuperlative greatneſs 

of the gift, and of the love of Chriſt in thus under- 
taking and accompliſhing the redemption of his 
people; cannot with propriety be accounted for, 3 
he were not eſſentially God. That they aſcribe to 
him the peculiar titles and perfections of God: 
that the peculiar works of God are ſaid to be per- 
formed by him: that the honors due to God only, 
are given to him; and that paſſages evidently ſpoken 
of the Supreme Being, are, by the pen of inſpira- 
tion, applied to him. If all this be not ſufficient to 
. eſtabliſh the fact, that Jeſus Chriſt is God, one 
with, and equal to the divine Father, I know not 
what kind of evidence could poſſibly have been 


offered, which would bave been . con- 
cluſive. | 


„ 1 weed deſire the reader, not to conſider the 
ſubject as a matter of mere ſpeculation. If Jeſus 
Chriſt be God, be ought | to be treated by us as 

uch. 1 


If he be truly God as well as man, he is a proper 

object to truſt in for ſal vation. His ſacrifice is of 

infinite worth, and ſufficient to * " ſin, 
gr  O Sdy | his ” 


„ 


his arm is omnipotent to deliver. He is able to 

ſave unto the uttermoſt, all them that come unto 

_ God by him.“ But if he be not God, truſt in him = 
is vain, yea, wicked; for curſed is man that truſt- 

| eth in man, and maketh fleſh his arm. 


With Mr: Kingsford I Say 'fubmit- my ; 
; remarks t to the conſideration of the Ppublick, 


That both Write awd wacker may have in increa- 

ſing acquaintance with the adorable Jefus; ſo as to 
admire his infinite excellence, and rejoice, and 
triumph in his ſalvation now, and ever: may G 
of his e e grant! Amen. 


PINIG 


a ng 


- 
2 — 


2 3 2 
K — — — 8 
r — 2 


— — 2 


— 
* s : 
* 


EE Chan 


